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- parent advisory councils. Although the new federal re 2 
‘finalized on September 28, 1976, Colorado had its school councils opera-, . 


wf FOREWORD | 
‘This report represents the eleventh: year funds were made available | 


' for thé education of chikdreff designated by the Elementary and Secondary 


Education Act as "educationally deprived." The report outlines the ef- 

forts of the Colorado Department of Education to manage these funds —_ 

economically and efficiently. It provides indicators of the impact of 

these efforts on the children of slorado. > ae . 
: Tas se He > * 

Of particular interest is the 
served to improve the reading capabi 
certain areas, ‘mathematics and oral atid’ written conmunication’ were served \ 
also, Only modest “expenditures were mide for supporting services and. . 
these were associated directly with projects in reading, mathematics and’ 


fact that the. federal funds primarily *. 
ity of students, However, in 2 


the language arts. Such supporting services chiefly provided such things 
as eye glasses or dental work for children abs are families when 


such things could’not be obfained elsewhere, _ . 
: Colorado has moved far this past year in the eee of school 
lations were © 


ting in all Title I districts two years previous to that date. .Our- par- 


ents are active in their councils and their efforts in the interests of “ ; 


children extend far beyond the requirements of federal regulations. iy 
_ Iam pleased to convey to you this eleventh annual report of the 


Title I program in the State of Colorado to the people of Colorado, the 
Congress of the United States and the Office of Education. ; 
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1. ORGANIZATION oF THE COLORADO. SCHOOL SYSTEM. 


The United statis Constitution in failing to mention cuianetan i 


reserved these. powers for the states. Each state in organizing. for 
these responsibilities has dort: sa Somewhat. differently. Shite no . 


‘claim is being made here for a: superior organization, Colorado has, 


-- along with other states, its own unique character. 


Article IX. of the State Constitution provides thet the general 
seen of the public school s shall be vested ina Board of Educa- 
, tion consisting of a member from each congresstonal district. Members 


serve without compensation.. Provision is made for the appointment by 


to be prescribed by law. 


. 


i The ‘Constitution directs ‘that the General gssenbly establish. free 
public schools in the state wherein all residents between the ages of 
six and twenty-one years may be educated. It forbids the provision of 


cotorade public funds to private schools, churches: or sectarian pur 


| poses. “te permits the General. Assembly to legislate compul sory educa- 


tion, © me he tp, 


The Constitution requires the general assembly to provide for the 
organization of school districts which must have a locally elected . 
Boird of Education. "Said directors shal have control of instruction 
in. the public schools of their respective districts. " 

Thus. whi te statutory provisions: sbi state money to the 


schools and give the Commissioner the power to require reports ° from 
| 


the local districts, the control of instruct ton resides’ with the local. 


“Boards of Education, The State Educational Agency (SEA) does not plan 


‘or dnpienant LEA instructional | ‘programs in any phase of its activity. 


ca 


the Board of Education of. a Comniss ioner of equcet ton hose duties are 
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~ whieh 1s ‘known to P 


"8 teachers, the proce: 


1 


local matter. 


‘ procedure in that.e 


its own Title I ‘ns’ 


« 


the: SEA often 
individuals in the| 


“not! accomp1ished by 
Regulatory pow 


reports for legisla 


state statutes rela 


” "The administra 


vistons of federal 


iD iioceceas within the 


adts to ceinutaee tange ‘through “the ability of 
agency to persuade [LEA personnel to adopt a method 


roguce better. results. mae matters are - 


Pl 
regtilation, PD aid “ 


ers of ‘the ‘SEA 2 are. sontined to the certification oF re 


* 


Ss pein of funds. collecting necessary | 


tive i formation an the ‘admin ‘tration of specific - 


ted to education. Contre] of instruction is a 


a ae P a, @ ie ats 4 
tion of Title I, in’ €olorado follows thé same general 


ach district ie ha mie for iL erm of 


las a regilations,. Districts determine ‘the tr o own 


loge; has “es 


districts. ‘Gérthun} 
diction of another 


‘ of grades kindergar 


agency. Elementar ‘and Secondary ee C nsists: | 


ten through’ grade 2 and pre- pene eeenren: 78 pers 


nissible under Colorado ‘law at the LEA’ s penne 


There are 12 


Joi 


‘have made themsel ve: 
Rea ie 
eration of private 


Private kindergarte 


licensed and are regulated, but not |by’ the Department-of Education. 


this procedure is d 


ad 


There are no statutes 


known private schapls in Colorado. _ These s¢hools 


s known to the Co orado Department of. Education in 

in Colorado related to the op- 
schools. or even their registration with the’ Depantrent;.° 
ns, pre- ene hs and day care centers are required to be 
Rather, 


i. 


elegated to the Hepartment of Social dervices. 
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ms munity services was $1, 247, , ae 


Bad 


Fall nenbershtp in Coloradé schoofs during 1975-1 -76 was 568, B51 


. pupils; 302, ,092 pupils were in schools classified as elenentarys and, 
- 266,759 pupils were. in schools classified as secondary. Pupil popula- 


| “ton dncreased 0. 1% From the previous: ‘year. ‘These pupils were classi-., 


fied as .5] American Indian, ‘4A, 15 ‘as Black not Hispanic .83 as Asian, 


or Pacific Islander 4, 49 Hispanic and 80.02 White not Hispanic. 


’ Total revenues for Colorado schools: for 1974~ 75 were $790, 757, 566. 


“Logai and ‘county reWenues: provided $421,543,064 or 53. 3 of total - 


revenues. The Stata of Colorado. provided $331,822, 075 or 42.0% of the 


total revenues, Tha federal government through ajl] of its programs . ‘ 


provided $37,392, 227 or 4.7% of the -revenues available to-the schools, 


The. current expense per. pupit: in average. daily attendance entitlement. 


- not including ‘expendi tures: for capital outlay, debt service and com= 


*, 


Colorado presents a oaaiic of various communities. Smal} isolated: 


satchtne communities dot the eastern plains region. | These cofimun ities a 


have as their life support an agricultural base.” Many districts in 
@ 
this region have ‘fewer than 500 pupils. ag 


‘ 


: The Rocky Nountains bisect the State from north to. south’ at ap~ 


proximately the center of the State. Alang the face of the front 


range of: mountains, the ‘large. urban centers are located. The cities 
of Fort Collins, Denver, Colorado Springs, Pueblo and Trinidad are 


located here. Each of them have their suburban ‘developments outside 


“of the core city. The entire front ‘range has- both an agricul tural and 


industrial orientation. ‘Steel, rubber’ products, coa] \sugar, canning 


arid small industries océupy the time of the neat 


4 4 


x _ =4. - = : 


49 


y° 


"Government al ernteryyiaee eitoys large. numbers of people in: such things | 
as missile production at the Martin Blanes the Air. Force Finance Center, 
the Air Force Academy and many. others. : 

The mouritain area has many ‘different smal] communities which a 
fer 45 their ways of life. The San ‘Luis Valley, which in square miles - 


is as “‘Targe” sas the State of New Jersey, has many small communities. 


| 
t 


aye 


These aré old communities dating back to the Spanish explorers in the: vA 


1600" 7 The val ley is chiefly eo and much of the. population: 
is ‘of ‘Spanish heritage. Other mountain gommuni ties are devoted to. 


minings lumber ar(d toyrist industries. wher nitner' are employed, 


\ 


certain kinds of culture ‘and values exist. Where .the tourist “(idastey : 


‘is. emphasized “in communities such as Aspen, a quite ‘different life’ 


x apparent. s ee . 
: ia . 
| On the western slope of the State, the ‘land changes from mountarae’ i‘ 


to high plains. Again agricul ture, is ‘emphasized with one. of the mador = 


"Products being emt: -The major urban centér of the western slopes ~ 


‘the city of Grand Junction. =” a hi “ % . 


in the. low-income range. Fach has different rypess! of - probes Perating, , 


to the educationally disadvantaged child, 0) * . 2 ee a 
' He + ‘ 
! ; : ¥ p . 
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“Each opothest areas of the State has its own particular populations 
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an Degree pe ste one held a Doctorate in Education. "Exper tence . in state | 


ie Ne a I. STATE ADMINISTRATION oF TITLE jo 2s 


ring scat Year 1396, the SEA al located $14,468,186 - a 17Q 


Tocal educatfonal a encies. ‘These, funds were distributed and managed 


tn reference co a staff plan, which focused on objectives ‘to be achteved. 


_.The ‘Foliawing, prévides a desciiption of the staff, a listing of, objec-— 


tives: arid. a report on ‘the. e accompl{shnent of those objectives. 
AY ie 


# 


The fedete goverment provided the c lorado Department of Educa 
tion, $173» G20 to adniinister the: Title I program. These furids ° pro- se 
vided the. services: of; ‘a one~ ~half. time director, three fult-tine consul- 
"tants and three part: ine consul tants. at. i: 6 F. T.E., AIL of these staff 


_ members were fully: qualified as teachers. im Ypssesses the Master's $. 


7 _agency work range’ from two to twelve years, _ specialization of staff. 
. members. Was exeip1i fied by skills in’ -genkei=schoot adwinistration, 


"management systems, reading instruction, early childhood education, 
elementary education, secordary ‘education, and evaluation. 
OBJECTIVE 1 er a re 


THE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION (CDE) WILL ADMINISTER 
_ THE DISTRIBUTION OF ESEA TITLE I (P.L.89-10) FUNDS FOR THE ~ 
PURPOSE OF ‘IMP QvING THE EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF DISAD- 
VANTAGED CHILE IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE. FEDERAL REGULA™: 
TIONS PERTAINING. TO SAID STATUTE; SUCH THAT THE. EDUCATIONAL 
ACHIEVEMENT ‘OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN - ‘WILL, BE IMPROVED AS 
_ MEASURED BY THE OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL SCHOOL DIS- = 
 TRICTS AND REPORTED IN THE ANNUAL EVALUATION REPORT TO THE «| 
u, S, OFFICE OF EDUCATION. . { 


tye 
i 


The SEA Title I staff reviewed and _approved the folowing during 


‘the: summer and malt. of 1975: 97: Part A programs, 9 Part B programs , 


" 16 Sumer prograns 7 Neglected and Delinquent Programs, 2 State’ 


a 


\ 


-5- 


Pag 


oy 


ee | st tutic Spr grams, =e 
fe _ Ap fication approval Folovied a _systondt procedure vet zing 
a 


n. Atem for item checkI st, ‘If minor ‘correct fons, were needed m an | 


spec sent to the. scl 01 district ae ‘the appl cation had wid 


it aiyocation and” the ‘stat works with the district crate until: oa 


the application is aPprovable 


A report on “the achievement of Title I children will be. dealt 


f ith cin another section: of eis ‘report. : 
OBJECTIVE. 2 - 4 8 ei - 


DURING FISCAL YEAR 1976, THE SEA- EXPECTS TO ALLOCATE - 

TITLE I FUNDS IN’ EXCESS” OF $14,000,000 TO APPROXIMATE~ . 
LY 180 LEAs, THE SEA DIRECTOR WILL ‘DETERMINE THE oy 

ant ‘TO BE ALLOCATED TO EACH LEA, 


The Final Part A state allocation for Colorado was $13, 172, 261. 
These funds were allocated at’ the subcounty level after receipt of the ‘ 


_ amounts to be allocated to eath county from the U. &. Office of Educa~" 


Za . é 
z vie 4 ; ; : 


: : 2 . 


tion. 
. Subcounty allocations: were. made based on the numbers: -of children ' 


from low-income families residing in each ‘school district within a. 


Bonney or counties. 


Allocation lists were printed and distributed to: on 


districts ‘in Colorado and to the U. S. Office of Educatiori, duly 25,. 1975. 
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“onsect VE a 0° 5 oa a wee 
as Pa 1 ee. 
ae a "DURING FISCAL: YEAR” 1976, "THE: SEA wih ‘ CALCULATE- THE 
|" PERCENTAGES OF CHILDREN ” BETWEEN THE AGES..OF 5-17,7 = * © 
. “FROM AFDC FAMILTES,~FOR pd Cau AND SCHOOL DIs-: 
TRICT IN COLORADO. 6. : a 


“instructing then regarding the: in of “AFDC children. A A years 
‘satTed to all county viel fare. directors requesting their cooperation in. 


“making a determination of the numbers. of AFDG. chi Idren residing in each as B 
school. district. ‘ a = a ae M 


’ 


“AMT AFDC ‘counts were recorded by district and Percentages calcu 


& 


tated. as per Federal formula. - These Figures were used. in the sulibounty 


ebiceeel ee s - | = -: eee 


- 
= 


= : a on * Pid Z Fa . r 
- OBJECTIVE, 4 . 2; en 28 op 7 ra 


4 nine FISCAL YEAR 1976, THE SEA WILL CONDUCT SIX-RE-_ 
- GIONAL MEETINGS FOR «LEA "TITLE I DIRECTORS. EACH LEA. <-. 
"IS EXPECTED TO = itd TO THESE MEETINGS. 4 


po” Meetings were held at iF Jufita, Aldmosa, Durango, Yuma, Denvers 


and Grand Junction. . The: meetings were . of one-day duration. Table 1 
shows. the sekendince at these meet ings. by various stat pee 


‘The: following’ topics wére presented: 


ee 


‘ ae ESEA Title I Regina Meet ings 


I.) Overview of Title I in FY ‘77% 
7 as : ; : yO 
7 7 .. A. Funding = = , 
ib se ‘B. .Part I of the prebicaston. 


all. Program Planning’ wae 


; II. A. Needs Assessment ‘ 
~ Be Evaluatfon | 
i oy 6. Part IL of the opt ication 


IIT, Parent Involvement 


oe A. Part III of the Appl ication 
7 . B. - Equipment Inventory 


ONAL 


 [Supts. cs 
Principals| 5 
‘parents 
Title 
eacher's 
itle I 6, 
hides. 


OBJECTIVE 5° ; ‘ 


THE SEA WILL CONDUCT REGULAR MEETINGS OF A STATE 
TITLE ¥ ADVISORY COUNCIL TO SEEK INFORMATION, ~ 
ADVICE, COUNSEL AND SUPPORT ON ALL MATTERS CON 
CERNING THE ADMINISTRATION AND OPERATION OF 
TITLE I IN COLORAQO. 


y 


eo ae 


otha, 


es 


“it 
a¥ 


- The. Commit tee of the whole met: four times: during Fiscal Year 1976. 
. Yartous subcomaitt ec meetings were conducted at a ties. Major . 
-Tecommenta tions ma de by the Seienitlee were: | os 


1,. A plan, to distribute $345, 601 in rave B funds amoung 
. _ thirteen districts. 


2, A pan to provide specdal sect fons. at a state parent - 
invo lvenert conference: for migrant education and that the 

| state advisory council 's by-laws be printed in Spanish. 

3. A-ptan for reg inal meetings of LEA parent council members 
and one s tate meeting for LEA parerit council officers to 
be held. - 


4. A plan for more efficient operation of: Parent Councils 
\ when a Board of Cooperative Services is involved. 


OBJECTIVE 6 
THE STATE EDUCATIONAL AGENCY. WILL MONITOR ALL LOCAL 
; EDUCATIONAL AGENCY TITLE I PROGRAMS ON-A SYSTEMATIC. 
BASIS ACCORDING TO THE GENERAL MONI TORING PLAN. 
Anew nonitor-ing ‘instrument was de-veT oped by the staff which encam: 
| passed all Title I regulations. The instrument was used by monitoring 
| teams wh ich exantined prograns in-depth in relation to regulations. The 
‘teams we te compo sed of a mixture of state personnel and LEA Title I 
personne 1. Octa sfona Ny personnel from outside Title I were used but 
this was the mh dais rather than the rule. . 
A tatal, of 92 school districts had their projects monitored. These 
constituted 59 pYoqranis. ‘sire a number of districts were in cooperatives -, 
State Institutuions for the delinquent were monitored as well as institu- 
tional programs ‘operated through LEAs. Part B Programs were monitored in 


add iti on to Part W me the. team was ors ite. 


14: 


ee 


GS eRe G 
A total of 76 persons other than state Title 1 personnel were » 

utilized in monitoring visits. Most of these persons reported that. 

this waS a valuable learning experience for them. ' | 


OBIECTIVE7 5. ; . a oe 


ALL TITLE 1 pisTRICTS IN COLORADO WILL: BE CERTIFIED, As ‘ 3 
COMPARABLE BY JANUARY 1, 1976. eo 4 


ie 


The SEA oat comparability forms to. all LEAs before October if 


Districts submitted their reports before October 30. These were checked 


~~ by CDE staff for conpleteness, accuracy; and comparability. Source data 


was examined during. monitoring vistts ona "spot check" basis. only two 
dfistricts i conparabt itty problems which were corrected before the time it “%, 
would be recs py to withhold inde: "he dating of January 1 was met. 
° SIE CIIME Bas “ ; 

GIVEN THE DATA FROM TITLE I: PROGRAMS: IN COLORADO, THE 

STAFF WILL PRODUCE AN EVALUATION REPORT FOR THE U. S. 

.. OFFICE OF EDUCATION BY NOVEMBER 15, 1976:AND WITH THE 

SAME DATA PRODUCE A LIST OF SCHOOLS ELIGIBLE FOR NDEA 

STUDENT LOAN CANCELLATION AND NATIONAL DIRECT STUDENT 

LOAN CANCELLATION BY APRIL 15, 1976, 

Because of computer problems, the ‘evaluation report for FY 75 was ate 
by Five weeks. However, those problems have’ now been resolved and future 
nett should be timely, Fs | 

The dead] ine of April 15 for the the NDEA loan list was net. 

During FY '76, the mandates of Pyblic Law 93- $80, in regard to avaluneion 
begin to have. their effect. Colorado was visited by representatives of the 
_ Research Managment. Corporation (RMC ) and their plan ‘for a uniform data col- 
ou system was presented to the SEA staff as wel] as conferences with 
personne] in’ three LEAS. | oN | ; 

A meeting regarding the RMC plan was held im June for the State Comittee 
7 on. Title [ Evaluation and forns. The reactions of. the committee to the RMC 
— plansas it was presented in September , were sent to both RMC and the Office 


L0 
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of Educat ion. te FO . 
With advice, and counsel of an'ad hoe Comittee of EEA personnel 

- dnvolyed ta Title I evaluation, the SEA initiated a new evaluation met hod 
beginning with Fiscal ‘Year 1976. Reporting was initiated with. Form 3A: 

collected Noventier 1,.1975 and 113-8 collected September 1, 1976. Both ~’ 

reports relate ‘to FiscakYear 1976 programs. A erenendous amount of~ef- 
fort was involved in cou neer poate for this process. “Most of the, 
time of program analysts and srouramers wat provided.withestate money . 

Key punching and computer time vas been provided“without. charge to. the 

Title 1 program’ by the School Finance and Data Services unit of the SEA. 
The. Title I Unit, in conjunction with Data Services, developed procedures 


together. The rep tt which follows is a culmination of that effort. 
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Rationale of the Report 


III. EVALUATION OF TITLE 1 IN COLORADO 
. a 
~ 


Certain under ying principles for an evaluation design have been em- 


sae as airespilt of the discussions of the Advisory Commi ttee on Evalu- 


| as 


ie Sd eas ee ee yh 
ation and farns.: In summation these ‘are: -- 


) 


ee Fe 


eh 


4. 


8g. 


The committee came to the con 
be worthwhile. 


‘information on pupil enrollment and partici pation in Title 1 at each grade. 


districts would be a violation‘of the prin 


ot dag Y : - oa o 
“kocal conto of the aici is a Syar sled prerog- 
ative o 


the LEA. . Evaluation must tak 


2 e- into account 
local differences. 7 - 


ih ’ 


* 


Pip) populations vary in their needs, solutions. to 
pupi7; problems. vary dnd the evaluation report should: 
al low for 


Many distriéts have adopted test instruments which they 


usé at\ certain intervals for district purposes. choo do’ 


not wish to add additional testing time to the schoo 


year, becau e it subtracts \t ime from teaching. 
: . s 


Districts have adopted tests\ which they feel are in cor=_ 


respondence With the school curriculum they offer to 

children. The use of a common test instrument for al 
Hpi of local 

control in that it has tendency ‘to establish the objec- 


. tives or outcomes ‘of the curriculum, 


\ ‘ 
Each district\has its own procedure for reporting test 


scores, Some report grade equivalency scores, some re- 


Port in stanines, others in percentiles, These differ-@ 
ences. should be taken in account. 


The Title I evaluation report should be directly re- 
lated to the objectives of the local application’ or 
Program plan. , . 


The Title I evaluation should have some usefulness 
at the local level so that districts can compare 
What they are doing individual ly, with;the statewide 
effort, — yt , phig 
. \ ; Z oF ata 7 ~~ 
The Title I report should be based,on actuatayta® . 
rather than estimates whenever possible, 


2 * 


» Sas as We ta 


a 


the variability'of evaluation methods required. 


slusion!"that two reporting farms would 


One form contains. descriptive data.. This form contains’ ~ 


7 


J 
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period. It describes.chow wel] the. pups ‘have 


level in public andPvinatecichonis. It also offers the opportunity to 


update the appligation in terms of names of actual staff members, salaries ° 


and parent co ncil members as viehay are composed in the fall, Recognition 


should be ven to the limitations of district data at the outset. A 
school “system is a living thing and: always in a state of flux. Pupils 


go. Teachers come and go. Parents who were to serve on advisory 


come ard 


' commPttees leave the community. Thus, a report. made today is obsolete to- 
moxrow. However, Form 113-A yhict was designed “for the purpose of collecting 
discriptive data fakes a snapshot of the situation as it exists in October. 


Pctober is the time when all districts collect data of the same type for 


general: purposes ad state reporting. 
Form 113-8 was. to be concerned with performance information, This is 
completed after the Title I. program is terminated at the end of the grant 


performed i ih relation to the- 


objectives: To be able to produce a state level report, uridey mest circum- 


Lo 


stances, several requirements are necessary for all fee tete. 


1. Objectives are written: in. relation to standard criteria for | - 
writing an objective, i.e. they’ contain, the same elements. 
Criteria for writing of eee are included in the appii- 
satan instructions, : 


2. The objectives are written at he ee level and 3 are "| 
confined to one or two major learning areas’ for each Project. 


- 3. It is possible to ‘have abeecrues which are mot necessarily,,, 
measured by pis dian tests. ‘ 


4. If standardized tests. are. to be used as measures, data is , 
, -collecteil. and inproved, or’ decreased pupil Personne? demdx- 
strated. 7 


; ~ 2 fs 
a @ be . . - 
. . 
: ° ‘au 
= 


5. To prepare a statewide report, it js necessary to classify - - 
“ objectives as to type throughout the state. To do this a 
coding system adapted frém Standard Terminolo ' for Curricu- 
lum and Instruction in Local and State School S$) 
boot Ser 
$1X d 


VI OE~23052 is used. Only main headings and the first 


measured in terms OF the population receiving the full treats * = -.” 
ment. Pupils.who moved from tHe conmunity in midterm or a 
whose parents requested that they be removed from the program, . f 
or who entered so late that the staff did not-have adequate, 
time to work with them-ard would hot receive the full treat-~ 
ment, cannot: b& counted in detdrminingthe effectiveness of 
the Title I program. However, they are counted as pupils* 
‘who received some of the services. ie 


* tat 
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Reser a ive. tavorie tion 


te 


IV. EVALUATION PROCEDURES .  ° 


ig ° % Be a . 


» For: each program for.whieh a “grant of funds was made, an “application. 


was required and subsequently a report on 113-A and 113-B. D5 folowing 


displays the sources of data’ which are included | in the system: 


Regular Term [Part A_| “Part B | Part C.| Neglected | Delinquent __ 


Summer Term 


Each progran has been assigned: a permanent Code number. The number 


used is known. as the EL SEGIS" ane which’ is usually” utilized by the Of- 


“ Fiee of Education (O.E.) in compiling its own reports on various. programs, 


_In addition to the EL. SEGIS number, the SEA. has utilized its own 


Vist of codes for Colorado. districts; counties and’ cheek buildings. Thus, _ 


for each number, nepones were ‘generated at: the ‘local level in relation ‘to! 


fh 


Part A, Part B, etc. . a . 
_ "These reports. were pre- ~edited at the SEA Ntle I Office to eliminate 
as many errors as possibte. : ‘The reports were subsequently edited ‘by “ene 


computer’ ‘and: errors thus discovered were printed out ane correéted. In. 


this manner, haman error was nape to a minimum, aes 


The . compener program: for Form’ V3-h was 4 straightforward summariza-— 


tion process utilizing Mark IV computer language. The reports included 


v 


statewide data as follows: 
| | istrict.data. 


1, General statewide school 

2. Low-income concentration data. ; . 
3, Title I participants by grade~anddistrict size. 
4. Private school participants. / 

§. ‘Percentage distributions of pupils. 

6, Ethnic group distributions. 

? 


annie? ‘pupil peSPIaUEy iss - =? 
. -ih- 
peacmmer vis Of 
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established by the LEAs.. 


. - 2 
a ' 


. 8, “Distributions of suprise by iyiee of objectives: grade 
and percent. —_ ) 


: ( ‘9, Full time equivalents of Title I staff by district size. 


10. Salaries of Title I personnel by teachers, aides and 
other by district size by percent, 
11. Volunteers in Title I programs. 


Form 113-8 is relates to the accomplishment of local ty developed 
; es 
objectives and includes achievenent test data. 


Districts were encouraged to write a few objectives (at mast 3) 
for each project ‘th their program. In the fall they submitted a report 
(within 113-B) for each objective approved in the application, This was 


a one-page report which required a statement of the objective, a classi - 


fication code number. for the objective, an enrollment report an pupils 


seeking: to achieve the objective and ainbees of pupils who met the ob- 


jective or: did not sient 1%; Clase fication codes of objectives used jin 


this report and a descriptor for each classification is included in ap- 


“pendix A of this report. Each objective stated that some percent of 


the-population of students in Title I would meet a locally established 


criterion of performance during the time period of the project. ‘There- 


fore,. if 400 pupils were present for the pre-test and pest -test. and the ob-- 


. jective stated tiat B0xyot that population would gain one year From pre- 


test to post-test, then 320 pupils gaining one year would be needed to 


consider ‘the objective as having been met. A five percent variation 


‘plus or minus ‘waseallowed to consider objectives met in the State report. 


It was also possible to accumulate the numbers of pupils needed for all’ 
objectives in a classification, e.g., reading, as a number needed for 


¢ 


the entire State and whether or not the State as a whole met the standards." _ 
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If objectives were not met at the LEA, opinions were solicited 
from program directors as to the cause. Information on the types of 


activities was collected and related to meeting or not meet ing objec- 


tives. These data arg not available at this time due to thé need for 


- 
further: computer Programming, 


~*~ 
Achievement test data,: where it was appropriate to an objective, 


was “collected. Program directors oF the option of reporting such in- 
ve , 
formation by sarcentlises Seapinds or grade equivatency scores. This 
\ 
was necessary because of the. variation in the methods used by school ,* 


djstricts to report achievement, in “their own evaluation’ offices. There~ 


Sore, this report utilizes three forms of pregenting data. Each , form 


“épresents a different: sub- ~population of pupils within any given category, 


such as reading. 


=, 


Pupils who are not rervering as Wait: as most ‘other pupils in any 
area are different in the ee to “which they may be penis: the ‘others. 


Sotie may be one year. helow “grade level; others ‘may be one and ‘one- -half 


“years below grade level, To write an objective re bring all pupils 


evel, would be to impose a “requirement on pupils, who are al- 


ready behind, to achieve at a faster rate than those pupils who are at 


os 


‘and above-grade level. Therefore, it was assumed in the analysis of: 


achievement data that if Title I youngsters made one year of progress dur 


‘ing the school year that they would be doing very well. For example, a — 


fifth grader who scoras at 2.0 on the pre-test and 3.0 on the post-test 
ha$ gained 1.0 where his previous rate of ‘gain’ per year was only .4. 

When reporting by grade equivaléncy scores, ee er score was calcu~. 
lated by adding 1.0 ta the pre-test. Expected scores for stanines and 


percentiles were created by assuming dn identical distribution of scores 


_° 


- “ee 


on the post-test as on the pre-test, the-pre-test distribution being. 
u 4 ; 


= 


. ‘the expected scores. 


¥ 


( 
Frequency tables ‘were created for LEA reports and the numbers of 


pupils falling within each grade equivalency, ‘stanine and decile range 
were reported. . 

"These data were subsequent) totaled by grade and grouped into the: 
‘ catagories of pre-school yrades 1-2- 35 - 5-6, 7-8-9, 10-11-12. 

With the above groupings. avadlable,.expected—and— abserved-scores —---—--- ~~ 
(pre-test +]-and post-test) were utilized to determine atgnivicany dif- 
ferences’ by utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov one sample test and the 
Chi Square. a3 7 y 

“If no significant difference was: observed on either measure, it was 
interpreted , that the expected value of one year had been. achieved. Ifa 
Signy ieane difference in a positive direction soclened: it was interpre- 
ted to’ aman that within the population of pupils greater than one year of 

growth was attained by the pupils. 


“Both achievement data and data on objectives is reported in the 
Pan, & “ , ' : act 


. ‘following categories where activity has taken place in a category: 
Part_A, B, ¢ 


COGNITIVE OBJECTIVES = Tt & r 
| Reading than, TO 
_ Mathematics : 
\ General Academic 
a Other Cognitive ee 
” AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES > 
General Attitudes 
Attitudes toward subject matter 
Attitudes toward other persons 
PSYCHOMOTOR OBJECTIVES 
* ENVYRONMENTAL OBJECTIVES 


y Oelinquent, Neglected 
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State in regard to Title I. 


ef ie 
V. EVALUATION REPORT KO J 
The, tables folowing this page are. presented in two sections, A. 


Descriptive Information, and B. Performance Information. These tables | 


show the aggregation of common date across Title I school districts, and: 


display the ‘infgnindt Toi Fegarding F how Colorado conducted itself as a ~- 


-IV- A provides general information yegarding cabinets: SeerPing, ' 


etc. , as {t existed in each program in October 1975. In addition, it 


shows the number of pupils seeking to achieve certain types of objectives: 
in October of 197%, These objectives were classified by LEA directors 
in their raports. Descriptors/for each objective area in the main came 


from Handbook VI. Descriptors he areas contained in this report are 


‘provided in Appendix A. 


IV-B provides information on the achievement of objectives as re- 
ported in September of 1976. The same descriptors ca objectives used in 
IV-A apply. For the sake of brevityss all. jahgoasearts, math, and read- 
ing objectives were merged into those categories, e.g., spelling was — 


grouped with other language arts. Duplicated counts are used in the de- 


\ termination of achievement of objectives, e.g., a project may have two 


reading. objectives for the same group of pupils each with a different 


fuality of performance. Thus pupils are counted twice, which is not 


the important matter, rather it is important that: out of a given number~ 


- of pupils a certain number met the objective. 


+. 


Finally, data was collected on specialized supplementary services ; 


offered to pupils and dissemination activities of the LEAs. These items 


- . are reported in the tables fol towing the achievement’ data. 


7 
Promisin Projects 


Projects ‘worthy of dissemination were naméd, as such based on two 2 
“Griteria: nO ° 7 : ~ 
oe ---}>> The program must have beep determined in “substantial: 
compliance with Title I regulations by the monitoring 
team and further validated by. a second visit from an 4 
SEA ,team member during the current fiscal year ('76). 


“Ri Achievement data must be such that an indication of 


= worthwhile VC apiieN among Title I pupils. was present. — \ 
‘These projects are reported in Section VI. ‘as \ 
e * : , 
4 j 
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Participating in Title I Program 
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Number of Private School Pupils. 

Receiving Services at Public 

Schools - ae 
73% of Priv 
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Participating at Private Schools 


TARGET AREAS AND PARTICIPANTS 
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number of other avail sie. ass if cationse ° 7 ~ 26 48 : ae 
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test was said to be significant in the direction observed in the median or 
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.' Because of an improved ‘procedure in the§selection of promising 
programs and projects, the same list as that- reported, in the.1975 re-- 
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_ of projects with a high success factor and a good monitoring report 
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' ‘The following programs were selected: | 
District © Contact Person | 
‘Greeley School District 6 > Mr. Charles M.. Smith 
Adams~Arapahoe ‘School Dist. 28) .. “Mrs. Carol Kincaid 

_ Larimer County School Dist. RI Mr. C. Buford Pl emmons 
Denver School District ‘. Mr. Robert’ W. Hirsch 
Boulder School District Re2J “Mrs. Elizabeth Treadwell 


“ceFremont County School Dist. Rel .. Dr. James Pahlau, 
Pueblo School District 70 . Mrs, Lola Belvill 


Adams- County School. Dist. 50. Mrs. Lillian Cannon’ 
a 4, * : 7 . : 
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» gorov-Smirnov between expected reading scores (one month for one month, . 
in ‘the project) and the observed reading scores. When scores were re- 


‘i ae, ; taint : deh 2 _— Se a lt 
A small sumér population in ‘the language arts seemed to"reach its.” 


| - Objectives almost. # well as the. regular term population. . Test.scores.. a 


show gain ‘but this may be a ‘function of the short interval between test- 


A 


Among 106 Title I reading project's roughly 70% of the pupils Met the 


| performarice standards set for them in LEA objectives. Project directors 
estimated that another 8% was very close to’meeting their standards... 


Sixty-three objectives were exceeded in the nimbers of pupils expeated to - 
meet\ local standards. At the same time 25 objectivés were met as expected,» 
£ the pupils did not meet the optimim gains LEAs hoped 


“ 
* 


the.x? and Konol- 


ported by stanines or\percentiles, medians and means showed upward movement 


_ at a significant level (mean change of .5, median change 1 cell). In some 
_ Cases, no significant differences were calculated but there reflects no 
difference in the expected scores and the ébserved scores. .No negative 


values were calculated for reading which would require a significant dif- . 


_ ference. at the ,10 level with post test means and medians less than the 


expected means and medians. : ' a. 


: \: : : os ‘a ar “4 : 2 4 - 
Sumér projects reflected a similar degree of attainment with greater . 


program. reflects similar gains. 


a 
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One Part B program reported that its reading standards had been met 


. by 718 gf the total Title I reading population, 


Mathematics o. ¢ a 
, While mathematics projects serve fewer. fupils than reading projects . 
it would appear that similar results are being obtained. — 


Regular term projects reported that 4.7% more pupils than expected 
reached local standards of performance; ‘his represents 71.8% of the’ 
entire Title I mathematics population. Forty-three objectives were met 
or exceeded while only 16 were not.met. © No’ negative calculations were ~ 


means or medians moved, upward from the expected values. ‘Summer school 
. and Part B projects performed: in: a' similar. manner .:. Three institutions. 

- for neglected -children met their ‘expected numbers of children to meet: 
_.. local standards in mathematics, However, the: expected numbers were only 
63,38 of the total population which may indicate they could do better. . 


__ The data indicated substantial improvement in these areas in terms | 
of students reaching local standards, However expected numbers of 

” . Students who would reach such standards were not exceptionally high. The 

- greatest .improvement, seemed to be in the improvement of self-concept where 
78.4% of the population met local standards, — : 


From the data and above statements one may conclude that: 


1, Most districts’ receiving Title I funds are achieving student 
gains by. using such funds. . ge e. 42 
i: ws Se oe D 


-, ,2, Most districts are achieving their own local objective. © +. 


3. The state as a whole. is reaching approximately 70%,.0£ its _ 
Title I student population at performance levels ‘set by LEAs, ~. 


4, ‘Improvement has been shown in reading, math, language arts 

and attitudes, "% : | oy 

an 5. In many-cases standards and expected numbers of pupils to 
achieve them could be higher. " o 


‘ 
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sa : “a . . : Z * 
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obtained on the x2 or the Komolgorov-Snixnov test and in most cases'the ©.4,° 


 ¥e 


“of 


; application approval with regard to objectives. Standards 


Be 


Qo... 
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VIII. - - RECOMMENDATIONS 


‘State Education agency consultants should be vigilant in 


should be high but realistic for’ the communities and popula- | 


7 4 


tions served.,, 


7 : y “ ‘ 
i a 


Local program directors, who have submitted Teports showing 


something less in achievement than the stated obj ectives, 


_ should do a careful analysis of their programs to ‘determine 


causes. THis should be done with staff and parent. participa | 


tion. For Taree districts, each building should mee at 


w 


causes. | 


" 


Projects exceeding their objectives should ‘set their standards 


a little > high aT, ; 
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+, or. the | BA sae of related courses, panzer for: MHA on on OX 


- 0 01:01 Reading 


05 00 .00.. English Language Arts 


at” 
. : 


- velopment ‘of "sk 
manually material tg, be read. 


i way 


befinitions of Qpdective Classifications Reported . 
a ra COGNITIVE DOMAIN 


English Janguage arts is comprised of the ody of relited subject riatter 


sed in » Titerature; and (6 
s- 


~ Instruction, dantaned to develop the skiltg secastucy to nercelve and ren, . 
act to» ‘patterns. of written symbols and translate them into meaning.’ The 
“eaching of reading is differentilatéd . according toa number of levels 


»and objectives, |, The continuous development. of’ reading skills and vocab=) °° 


ulary applies: to ‘all subject- matter areas, emphasizing selected -skills 
= vocabulary appropriate to. fae ‘needs in ea tecot Tearning situa~ 
t ons. _ i a ae ete, wre ne 


ah ‘a 
: eee peag os 
Me “a af 


" Ingtructtde id eronn to y asetet pupils: irilearning: the processés and’ Nes: i 
ills. involved in pt an ingerining instrument. to record ee 


a s Fn ae y: . 


05-01 03 Spelling oe : - 4 ce oe 


Organitzed subject matter, experiences, ‘anid! learning activities coricernad 
with developing ' the.mind - eye - hand coordinations and memofy involved 
An: ordering? ‘Letters: into whole words according to standard written usage. 


“ 


05 01 08 Voice and Diction sy 


The. ‘study,tand appl ication, through exercises of F boowhedae about voice 
rand the means. for. improving: projection, articulation, pronun- 
hrasing, melody patterns,-.et:al., ahd for developing where | 


05 01° 97 Study Skis 


Study skills ‘consist ‘of a variety ae sechn i que! to be. léarned by students 

‘to assist them in learning subject matters rapidly and: efficie Intly. 
Included are techniques for ‘studying a textbook, finding -inforination, 
writing reports and other topics appropriate to anod ae habits. 


05°01, 98. All of the above. except. reading 
05 01:99 Other ‘Language Skills ( | 


Leh 


eded, often through | is use of f phonetics... standard usage. . ap 


| Learning activities.concerned with the a 


ae Mo ee 
05 04 00 Composition 


- 
atk 
¥ 


Say 
1 


+05 07 O1 English Oral 


guages. , ; 
ét P siv Gigs - 
if nih 


Language Development. 


“hs This area.is°concekned with the development ofhuman speech in a conver- © 


05 07 02: Bitin val 


sational mode. Spoken vocabulary, sentence structure, work meaning and 
social conversation. may be included, ~_ 3 ee Fe ein a, 


Language Development. iin» 


-. Bilingual language development «consists of ‘subject matterg$ related to 


7” 


~ becoming Fluent and proficient in the use-of two languages. Spoken - 


vocabulary, sentence structure, word meaning, social. conversation, writ- 


i ing and the study of.other subject matters in two languages may Be. 


~ included. 


poor. te og a a 


17°00 00 Mathematics © 9s i 


7 bes pe xO . SR Qa age 
Mathematics comprises. the body of related ,subject. matter, br the body of 


-. Yelated courses, organized for carrying on. learning experiences concerned 


Bye 


organized as a grade of’ an elementary. school w 


with the sciénce of relations“existing between quantities (magnitude) an 
operations and the. science of methods used for deducing front other quan-' 
tities, known. or supposed, the quantities Sought 8 Pat Vt 


18 01 01 
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Earl Childhod Education ° 


¥ 


‘Early Childhodd Education includes education during the year or yéars’ 


preceding first grade. A prekindergarten ar Kindergarten class may be 
0 hich includes the primary | 
level, or it.may be a part of a separate school, <. oer ce 


fo 


: r ; . 
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Se aha eae 
ede Bl imed, « 


we ; i." 
Cae nt ge 
and visual. 


j ak ee : . oo ; . 
| Instruction specifically designed to develop adequate matoric function 
“which is impaired -by restrictions in physical movemant caused by cripp-° . oy 
: ling conditions, prolonged illness, visual defects, lack of auditory’ ae 
, yeues, Serious cognitive defects, lack of auditory cues, serious cogni-- 
- tive defects, or behavioral disorders often resulting in limited: sensory 


43 4 


experience upon which school learning is based. 


19 04 00 Perceptual Skil1s 

Learning experiences designed to relieve or correct yisual; -auditory, K- 
_ tactual and kinesthetic perceptual problems dnd enabte*handicapped pupils 
. fo integrate multiple-sensory impressions, /@ 4 eee a. 


‘the Schoo! and Content, 


« 30 00 00. Feelings, Beliefs or Values Regarding 


. This ¢ area 1§ concerned with the optentagion of pupils toward themselves, 
others and their. lives at? “school; whether they regard themselves as gopd 
persons tn asocial group. whether they regard, dther members of: groups ss 
as good. persons, and whether they regard school: Studies as good things ~~ 
to learn, a mae . 


2 at, 


iS 30 01 00 Feelings, Beliefs or Values Re arding Content 


‘This area ds concerned with the feelings, ‘beliefs or values ‘of ‘pupils 
toward all content or subject offerings inthe school. It involves the. 
pupils! total set of feelings that what {s being learned is valuable. or 
good. Such feelings, beliefs or values may be reflected in the students’ 
_ attendance at school, their desire to: stay in gc ee in MeN disrup-— 
7 tive behavior. . ; 
a < o 


_ NOTE: a ie 
i. a OMe 2 . 
The “Following: classifications are. ‘cau wit t ‘the. feeT} gS ¥ béliefs,- 
and values of pupils* toward specific content, ory Subject offerings in the. 
, School, Thay involve the. pupils" feelings that’ what is being Tearned in 
a ‘particular content area or Subject is valuable le ga a ee 
> 30 o WW ‘Mathematics.’ ane ce a Vege te, 


™ 


prem 


# 


j 


bash mn ae dies heater eee 


| 30° Ol 19 DiFferentiatized Curriculum for Handicap ed i i 
oe 80,00 00 Webi tudes, Beliefs. atid” Bevlings About. Self ° 


This area is! éoncerned: with the pupil! "gi self. ‘concept in ae ‘td. Whether’?! 
he sees’ himself. positively as a worthy member of the school.and. thie: Soci- — 
ety at larga? . He: feels he is a good person with: something. to contribute 

and deserving of ‘associated rewards for his contributions. He is confi~_ 

— dent. in "a own apality,, T8: eee arid’ holds: nee in, high ‘Sel ferrin. 
esteem. | | aah 2k ee 9 4 ce os 


a 40 01 00 confident_in ou Abii &. 


The. puptt is aware of both ‘the’ ‘dimens fins! ant Abies dons 

tie® and: capabilities and :do&s not view himself “wedativel y: beca SO ORE 
limitations...” Rather, he regards his abilities as: assets whiéh’ he. uses: — 
‘to Further enlarge. “the. Scope ‘of. ean abi Thies, and d capabilitigs:. pie 


cyt, 


40 02 00° Bsioureefuliess 


The pupil 18 not defeated ‘by a an’ * encounter ‘with: a set of. circumstances 

with which ‘he is,unfamiliar. in a preblem solving situation.) Rather he: 
. takes- what he knows, and other available resources. ~and ‘proceeds. to con-. 

struct probian. Solutions. oO ge ae Hy 
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- 40-03-00 Self-Esteem 


“yi The pup{?. views himself as a good person, 


4 


This avea Involves the attitudes of pupils ‘tovard various social ethnic 


or cultural: groups, -a 


~ advantage of freedoms available... 


nious relationships between groups even thaugh conflicts may be encoun- 


tered in reaching a harmonious or balanced state. It involves accep- 


60 01 00: Attittides Toward Social and Ethnic Groups’ ”. a 
', Worthwhile features of life style without’ fed 


50 02 00° Attitudes Toward Adults” 


tance of laws or rules while. they are in effatlt and feeling, frpe to take 


4. 


This dimension includes ‘the development of attitudes that reflect an un- 


' derstanding of sdaial, cultural, and ethnic groyp differénces:and, the... - 
Ting. imposed upon to con’ yo 1. 
~ form’to thosedifferences or attempting ta impose ones own set-of cri+. ° 

teria for a good life.,on-others.. . 7° ow A ee ae 


* > 


ry 


if 


a eeeeeeeasieieiedetienmnanh eben code 


This area’ is concerned with the attitudes of pupi1s' toward adults such 


as parents, teachers,. employers, eb ee atti- 


tudes. recognize that adults have problems as. pupiis have pro 


lems; that 


’ 


“many adults can be. important: sources. of hétp: and “guidance while others’ 
~. are more confused than young people.. 


* 


The young person develops an.atti- 
tude of receptivity toward ‘those adults whose guidance can be trusted. ~, 
60 00°00 Psychomotor Development -. * 1 oa, RE 


si. Psychomotor development consists of ‘experiances especial ly: designed + 


“help student's develop perception; muscle contra] -or neuromuscular ‘co A. 
ordination... . Fs | ne gat 
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“70 00:00 Environmental “| 


Environmental may b@.-any action taken by the school to. provide a support- -' 


or cult ttitudes toward peers-und ‘attidudes toward adults. °”.2 
It encompasses the "striving together" attidudes which result in haymo- © ;; 


